Degember 5, 1934

Mr. Wm. Ne Stevens,
Sec. Colorado Park Irre Cos,
Randlett, Utah.

Dear Sir: RE: EEHEEIL4*‘?@

This will acknowledge reeceipt of your i tter of Nov.
24, 1954 asking cuestions congcerning the use of water from
White Rooks & Uintah Rivers by the Puray Irrigetion Company
and the Cdélorado Park Irrigation Company. 48 I understand
your letter; you ask three questions:
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(1) Under what rights are the two above nemed companies
diverting water £#nd who is entitled to the use of the water
this season of the year? ; :

(2) Can @ men £ill his prévate reservoir from water di-
verted by virtue of stock in one or more corporations and then
dispose of the water as he sees ritee

(8) Can & prior eppropriator divert for storage purposes
more water than ié is entitled to from a stream? If hé does,
ean it dispose of this water?

I shall endeavor to answer these questions in the or=-
der above given as follows: ;

(1) The Colorado Park Irrigation Co. diveris water from
Uinteh River by virtue of Applications No. 1419, 2043, Period
of use under these filings is from Mareh 15 to October 15, of
each year for irrigation and the entire use for domestic pure
poses. The Ouray Velley Co. receives its water from the White
Roeks River by virtue of Application No. 10111, The period of
use for irrigetion is from March 1 to December 15 of each year.
No domestic water.

(2) It is 2 well estaeblished rule of law that vhen &
stoekholder of a corporation receives water by virtue of his
stoek, this water is under his direct control and is considered
personal property with whieh he cen do as he sees fit, It 18, &




d10AI888I 84T UT SSO0XO Ul 19984 88I09E £338d B8 3T pus zogeradoxd

-de juenbesqns oy I0J Weexls oyy 03 snrdine uInjex 3onm 3y
‘peTataus sT 3T uwyy I938M4 9J0W 8F8I04S JIOJ SIISATD Jogetadoxd
-de x011d w JT 98Y3 prey sey *on ABuUB) pusTyITH uvosTuUNy *s)

e

‘0D wol383TaaT wosTuUUNY) o8B0 aqa‘ur’qiﬁoa—emaadds ango (2)

¢#eann 814 Jo esn
TerorJeusq eXsw 4 nu I0PTOUN03S B ueA® 35Y3 POOlsIspum ‘esanoo

sz




-i) e

gourse, understood that even a stockholder must make beneficial
use of his waters

(3) Our Supreme Court in the ease Gunnison Irrigation Co.
Vs. Gunnison Highland Canal Co. has held that if a prior ap-
propriator diverts for storage, more water thean it is entitled to,
it must return surplus to the streem for the subsecuent appropria-
tor and if a party stores water in excess of the amount it is en-
titled, it can not retain such excess in its reservoir nor can it
require those rightfully entitled to 1it, to purchase the same or
to pay storage therefor.

Your problems are relative to distribution. I would
. therefore suggest that you get in toueh with B.O., Colten JTr'e
Water ‘ommisaioner, who I em sure is in a position to help you.

Yours very truly,

T.Hs Humpherys.
STATE ENGINEELR.




